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THE REPLY FILED FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 

Therefore . further actior i^bythe applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this application. A proper reDlv to a 
^B2w 1 J| nder 37 95? V 13 i "frJ®* be either: (1) a time| y filed amendment which places ^e^pSonfn 

Sat^^^ 



PERIOD FOR REPI Y [check either a) or b)] 
^month's from the mailing date of the final rejection. 



a) □ The period for reply expires __ 



2. 



706m" HISB0XWHENTHEFIRSTREPLY WA S FILED WITHIN TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 
h! Xte ^ IOh f, 0 !, tim fu hl ! y t be « 6bteined urid6r3t CPR 1 - 136 < a >- The "ate oh which the petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the aooroDriate extension 
fee unde 37 CFR 1 17(a) » calculated from: (1 ) the expiration date of the shortened statutory period for reply originally set in he final OffiS acS or 

i^vfifi ' n (b i ab0Ve> ' f Che< ? ed - reply re6eived ^ the 0ffi6e later *an three months after the mailing da e of th final SSton even if' 
timely filed, may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). rejection, even it 

1 .□ A Notice of Appeal was filed on __. Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in ? 

37 CFR ,1 . 192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1 . 191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. ., . ,,; ',. - 
3 The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) IEI they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE- below); «. 

(b) □ they, raise the issue of hew matter (see Note below); . . '. , ■ ' C " 

(c) m they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 
issues for appeal; and/or ' . < » 

.(d) □ -they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number, of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: See Continuation i Sheet . . . . . • -, '. . ■ , 

3-D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): - . ; ; / . . ' 

6. Q The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

7. g| For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)|£| will not be entered or b)D will be entered and an 

explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. • 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: ' .V ' : .. 

Claim(s) allowed: none . 

Claim(s) objected to: none . 

Claim (s) rejected: 1-5.7.8 and 10-23 • - - - . . . . . 

Claim(s) Withdrawn from consideration: none. ■ 

8. Q The drawing correction filed on __ is a)Q approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. ' 

9. Q Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). _. 

10. D Other: • 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-303) * . .. ... , 

■ ' Application No. 009/975,653 

Continuation of 2 NOTE: The added language in Claims 1 and 19 , to the "dual polarized" aspect of the antenna and includind a 
beamformer" and correlating the beams with the polarizations, as in these claims and Claim 16, had neithe Teen ^considereS nor 
addressed in the final Office action. Such limitations require additional search and hew art to be applied.! ^aered nor 

iSS i0 u° f 5 " d ° e f T T a PP |ication in condition for allowance, because: there are new features claimed that were not 

addressed. However Andrews et al do suggest an array of triply-polarized antennas used in spatial diversity which must usH circuit for 

svSalso 8 * ' h ° rd6r t0 *"* d " Sifed b6am PattemS (col - 6to co1 - 7 >" The sy*™ does provide ?n47a dua? P oKd 
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